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INTRODUCTION 
© 


This manuscript was written during the spring and early summer 
of 1940. The events that have taken place since necessitate a rather 
long, but I hope not tiresome, introduction. 


Conditions in the Soviet Union as I have described them, have, 
of course, been somewhat changed by the war. 


As soon as the war was seen to be inevitable the stipends for 
education were largely put in abeyance; the six day week was changed 
to seven days; the seven hour day to one of eight hours; children under 
sixteen were no longer barred from doing all they could to help, while 
endurance rather than rule often sets the limit for continuous labor. 


Their more or less cumbersome democracy was laid aside and the 
Supreme Soviet gave full power to the Defence Committee, headed 
of course by Stalin. 


This is something that should be copied by any Democracy when 
at war. 


But there is no reason to fear that the former policies will not 
be returned when peace comes again. 


With ten million Germans rebuilding—at Germany’s expense— 
what they have so ruthlessly destroyed, there will be nothing to hinder 
all the former benefits, with perhaps some additional improvements 
being adopted almost immediately. 


At the time of writing the tragic misunderstanding of the non- 
aggression pact between Soviet Russia and Germany made such 
facts as I have brought out needful and timely. They are still needed 
We can expect a new outburst of anti-Soviet propaganda as soon as 
this war ends. 


I tried at the time to have the manuscript published but needless 
to say the public attitude was so bitter that no printing firm, however 
sympathetic their own views, dared risk their business standing by 
getting out literature favorable to Russia. Now public opinion has 
been reversed. 


Today scores of millions of people, the down trodden and the 
political conscious of all lands, are thanking their stars for Leninism, 
for Stalinism and for their offspring, the Red Army, Many of these 
people have had to learn what Fascism is. They would not believe 
when told, but they know now. Only a few people kept their heads 
and understood the situation during the first year of the war. 
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Under the terrific bombardment of the lying pro-Nazi press and 
also other political shades that were ignorant of the true factors in- 
volved, a large share of the public were led to blame Soviet Russia for 
the whole avoidable and unnecessary mess. 


What has brought about this change of public attitude? 


What led England, the United States and other nations suddenly 
to reverse and swing over to fight on the side of the country they had 
so long planned to get a war started against? 


Had they not smiled on Hitler from the first? Had not England, 
under Chamberlain and the Conservative government, used its influ- 
ence to have Czechoslovakia—probably the most democratic and 
progressive government among the small countries of HEurope—turned 
over to Hitler so that he might have a spring board closer to the Soviet 
Union and get the great Skoda Armament works? (See Maurice Hindus’ 
book ‘‘We Shall Live Again” and any newspapers or magazines of 
that period.) 


Did not the United States, England and some lesser countries 
keep Japan well supplied with war materials the first three years of 
her war with China and at the same time refuse China any aid at all? 
Even money loaned to China during this period carried a rider that 
it was not to be used for purchasing war material. (Madam Chiang 
Kai-shek in Liberty, December 21, 1940). 


Was Japan not supposed to use this war material for the purpose 
of encircling the Soviet Union and starting war against her at the 
opportune time? 


What did it matter if China lost most of her territory and millions 
of her people; men, women and children died a horrible death at the 
hands of the “brown Cat’s paw’? 


The world must be saved from Communism! So thought the mis- 
informed democratic governments at that time. Were Hitler and 
Mussolini not given the go-ahead signal in Spain by most of the Demo- 
cratic countries, so that one of the most progressive governments in 
the world might be completely destroyed and its place taken by a 
puppet of Hitler? 


Almost the whole world, including the armies fighting and dying 
on the battlefields in order to destroy the greatest curse that has come 
to this earth in many generations, know these things to be true. 


Hitler could no doubt throw some light on this question of the 
sudden reverse. He has already stated it was Russia’s aggressive 
attitude in taking over the Baltic States and Bessarabia that led him 
to attack in the East instead of fighting it out with England first. 
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Churchill himself said in one of his speeches that this move of 
Hitler’s would develop into one of the worst military blunders in history. 


Hitler’s arrogant, bureaucratic ignorance was, no doubt, an 
important factor in turning so many countries, formerly more or less 
frighdly to his supposed plans, against him. He sealed his doom, when 
‘just after Munich he turned his propaganda guns loose on England. 
Even Chamberlain and his government colleagues realized then that 
the jig was up and they must prepare to fight Germany. They had 
been double crossed. 

They did not, however, until later give up a propaganda campaign 
of their own as a last effort to turn the war against Russia. 

With such a true Nazias Hitler at the helm this, of course, was 
impossible. Nazism and Fascism have no scruples as to whom they 
plunder. 

Hitler, unintentionally of course, has been a factor in getting the 
Democracies lined up against him. He left them but little choice. 
He has lied and gloried in his deceit. He has been dishonest to the 
limit of human capacity. He has been so brutal that even the blackest, 
most savage and uncivilized cannibal would turn sick at his orders 
of wholesale slaughter of the innocents. 


A cannibal will eat when hungry, even the flesh of his fellowmen, 
but no cannibal will make it his life work to slaughter whole nations 
of people for the “glory” of killing. That is left for Fascism, for 
Nazism. Brutality and deceit are the foundations of these ereeds. 
They can only exist on the exploitation of man and without these 
qualities they would have remained unknown. Hitler‘has been a true 
expression and spokesman for these policies. He has revealed to the 
world the true nature of his creed, his ‘‘National Socialism’. He has 
been too true to his cause for his own success. Unfortunately, there 
is soil in human nature where such degradation can take root and 
some who live too far from sight of the natural fruits of Fascism may 
still give Democracy more or less uneasiness. Hitler has no equal in 
brutality and deceitfulness but he has many rivals and admirers even 
in countries other than Germany. : 

. Among the English speaking people Churchill must be given a 
greater part of the credit for getting a combination of countries to- 
gether that would ensure victory. He was bitter towards the Soviet 
Union the first few years after the revolution but Hitler taught him 
that there could be worse things than Socialism. He favored collab- 
oration with the Soviets in opposing Germany from the time that 
Hitler took power. Had the ignorant, unreasoning conservative gov- 
‘ernment listened to his logic this war would likely have been avoided. 
He realized more fully than almost any other British statesman that 
Germany could not be defeated without the help of Russia and he was 

not fooled by the new flood of anti-Soviet propaganda—propaganda 
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‘that sought to belittle Russia’s fighting ability and her leader’s inten- 
tions and integrity. One of his first moves was to stop these untruthful 
statements and the agitation to turn the war against Russia. 


Churchill will go down in history—even in Socialistic history— 
as the greatest English speaking statesman of his time. 


But to Stalin must go even more honor for the present line-up 
against Fascism. There were few who realized the danger of Fascism 
and what it would mean to the world as fully as did Stalin and his 
colleagues. 


On February 4th, 1931, at a conference of managers of Soviet 
Industry, when all Russia was hungry and aching from the strain of 
building up heavy industry at the expense of consumable goods and 
food, Stalin said by way of encouragement and explanation: ‘We are 
fifty to a hundred years behind the advanced countries. | Wemust cover 
this distance in ten years. Hither we do this or they will crush us.” 
In just ten years and four and a half months, the storm broke. 


Even at that time before Hitler got complete power, Stalin knew 
they would have to fight Germany soon unless a coalition of powers 
cowed her before the war began. I heard considerable talk of war with 
Germany when I was in the Soviet Union during the winter of 1936-37. 
Stalin feared the worst and still he hoped to get this coalition together 
in time to prevent the war getting started. Through all the eloquence 
of a Litvinov he pleaded with the League of Nations and with goy- 
ernments everywhere to realize the true nature and the danger of 
Nazism and to do something about it while there was yet time. 


Thousands of progressive people the world over took up the cry 
and from platform, radio and through the press they warned the people 
of the coming catastrophe. For their vision and their loyalty to 
humanity they were often called Reds and some were sent to gaol 
when their leadership became too effective. 


Too often, in their stupid ignorance, the democracies were leaning 
heavily towards Fascism themselves, a gentlemanly Fascism they prob- 
ably thought. Many of their officials were out and out sympathisers 
with both Hitler and Mussolini. Then on top of Russia’s failure to 
impress the Democratic political leaders there came Munich, the 
selling of Czechoslovakia down the river and the disgraceful letting 
down of the lawful and progressive government of Spain. 


After these debacles. Stalin had reason to fear that Russia might 
have to fight not only Germany and other countries of Europe, but 
England, France, the United States and perhaps several smaller 
countries that might want to get in on the ‘‘winning side’. 


Then what was to be done? There was nothing left but to give 
. England, France and, through them, other countries, a lesson on 
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Nazism in action, a taste of the concoction they had helped, even in 
a minor way, to prepare for Russia. As the war was bound to come, 
this was the only choice for Stalin. A non-aggression pact with Ger- 
many would do the trick. It would turn Germany on to western 
Eutope first. It would give Russia more time to prepare and it would 
force England to fight Germany, not Russia. 


The weak showing of both France and England at first must have 
been a disappointment to Russian officials. But Stalin knew what 
Nazism was and one good taste of it through the bombing of civilians 
and the destruction of non-military property would insure that the 
public would never back a war against Germany’s enemies. Russia, 
being socialist, was the natural enemy of Nazism. 


This, in a nut shell, is the truth about the Soviet-German treaty 
and the reversal of foreign policy, as related to this war. 


If this war settled for good the quarrel between Fascism and 
Democracy and between Socialism and Fascism, there would be little 
need for such literature as this manuscript. But according to present 
visible trends there is likely to be a lot of settling to do after Nazism 
and Fascism have been annihilated, as we hope, from Germany and 

taly. 


As a result of this war many more people have and will have 
accepted the truth about the Soviet Union. No doubt too, many 
of these will see the need of a leftist trend in economic relations. 


These will include quite a few wealthy people, as well as those of 
the middle class, the wage earners and the active service men. 


It was some very wealthy Canadians who headed the Russian 
relief drive and they financed out of their own pockets all overhead 
expense so that the public would know that their subscriptions went 
directly for the purchase of supplies. 


It was a wealthy Canadian politician who presented Liudmila 
Paylichenko with an American sporting rifle in appreciation of her 
having killed 309 of the enemy. 

These actions no doubt came from the heart, and were not for 
expediency alone. 

Joseph Davies, former United States ambassador to the Soviet 
Union is a wealthy man and strictly anti-communist, and yet few 
people have understood the Russians better. None have done more 
to spread the truth. His book ’Mission to Moscow” is a classic among 
the thousands of volumes defending the Soviets. I was in Moscow when 
Davies arrived and I have had a lot of respect for him ever since. 
Vice-President Wallace holds views similar to those of Davies’. 


A number of wealthy Englishmen too have always defended the 
Soviets. This makes a brighter picture but it does not greatly lessen 
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the necessity of dealing firmly with the reactionary monopolists who 
are striving to salvage something from the wreck of German Fascism. 


Among these reactionaries are several powerful newspapers, some 
United States senators and quite a number of other politicians, holding 
office in dfferent countries. 


.. Reaction too has been rearing its ugly head all too often in the 
foreign relations departments of both the United States and British 
Governments. 


Although they have shown general improvement in the last few 
months, not all of their dealings have been above question from the 
standpoint of social progress and an enduring peace. The evidence 
would indicate some connections with foreign reactionary movements. 


_ _Almost everywhere there is a Fascist underground movement at 
work. It has only been a few months since Argentine went Fascist. 


Franco in Spain has learned nothing from Hitler’s defeat. He is 
no doubt dreaming of the day when he will head a world of reaction. 
Are the democracies going to have nothing to say as to whether Spain 
is to again be drenched in blood? Are they going to keep quiet and see 
Fascism get a new start, maybe in the countries that now seem the 
most secure? Are they playing Fascism against progressiveness in 
order to preserve the status-quo? If so, they are playing with fire 
that will most surely break out in future conflagrations. 


J am writing of conditions as of June, 1944. What improvements 
and increased. hatred of Fascism will take place before the war ends 
with Germany and Japan may of course alter the fight against the 
common enemy at home, but for the present we cannot think of relin- 
quishing our efforts in that line. To fight against Fascism at home 
will make the war all the more worth while and the victory more 
complete. 


There has hardly been an election here in Canada in the past few 
years but what Hitler’s methods of fooling and misleading the public 
have been emulated by some of the politicians. 


We have social security plans and many other hoaxes that are 
only being used to keep the masses from wanting a leftward change. 


During these election campaigns, many of these candidates keep 
comparing Socialism to Hitler’s National Socialism. These candidates, 
each and every one, can hardly help but know that Hitler named 
his movement National Socialism for the sole purpose of deceiving the 
many socially inclined citizens and tricking them to support his inaugur- 
ation and that one of the main objects of he and his backers was to 
stop the onward march of socialism. 
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They know further that the day Hitler seized power, he started 
cleaning up on everything of a social or progressive nature, and that 
he murdered or interned the leading socialists and burned all their 
literature. They also know that he has never socialized anything, but 
has worked steadily towards more monopoly, yet through such unblush- 
ing} brazen hypocrisy, men and women in high political circles will 
“seek to obtain the support of the public. Economic ignorance of the 
voters encourages these things. If such methods were confined to 
Germany and Italy, we might rest at peace, but unfortunately they 
are not. German Fascism has no monopoly on the fraudulent use of 
language. 


This is a terrible state of affairs. The country where such shady 
political methods can be used and be backed up or even condoned by 
the public is on dangerous ground. 


Deceitfulness in politics ought to be as reprehensible as it is in 
business. It is considered so in the Soviet Union but in other countries 
it is often taken so lightly as to endanger the integrity or even the 
safety of the state. How long would some of our politicians last if they 
adopted the same deceitfulness with their business employers that they 
do with their political employers? 


What I have said in the manuscript about the danger of demo- 
cratic countries under private production, going into a dictatorship is 
still true and evident in spite of the war against Fascism. Fascism is 
only a dictatorship of certain of the owning class, backed up I am sorry 
to say by a horde of ignorant misled workers. Many reactionary 
political leaders in the democracies have apparently not been cured 
by the war. 


Unless there is a thorough scrubbing of the political stables in the 
English speaking countries—and perhaps some of the others too— 
and a sharp turn to the left, then the winning of this war is likely to 
fall far short of the benefits it ought to achieve. Fascism may find a 
new home and attempt to make itself more palatable by avoiding 
some of Hitler’s mistakes. After all, Fascism is more a symptom than 
a cause. It is a symptom of a society rotten with unemployment 
exploitation and repeated wars. 


In the winter of 1937-38 an emissary of Hitler’s, one Skoropadsky, 
toured Canada in the interest of a war on Soviet Russia. He received 
a royal welcome from officials everywhere and this in spite of warnings 
from some of his own countrymen who knew his game. Some city 
mayors even had their pictures taken with him, in order, I suppose 
that he might take proof back to his Fuehrer that his trip was successful. 
Many of the officials who gave Skoropadsky such a warm welcome are 
still in office. Some are out but others of the same political shade have 
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taken their places. (Perhaps if these officials knew Russian they would 
have been more cautious. Skoropadsky in Russian means rapid fall.) 


Leopards seldom change their spots, war or no war, but perhaps 
with enough truthful literature on the Russian question, we might 
change the leopards for a personnel, more social, a breed less blood- 
thirsty. In most of the English speaking countries there are still many 
politicians holding high positions who have given support to the 
numerous Fascist organizations that have sprung up all over the world. 
Down with Communism is their cry but Fascism is their object. In 
America the Coughlins and many lesser stooges are still active, fighting 
for some form of Fascism. 


If a majority of the English speaking people do not want Socialism 
I would be the last person to cram it down their throats but still 51 
per cent of the people hardly have a right to condemn 49 per cent 
to economic insecurity, to frequent wars, or even to a lower standard 
of living than their earning, power, coupled with modern machinery, 
could provide. 


In most of the democratic countries the drift is still too strong 
to the right—monopoly is too strong. Only a turn more to the left 
will save the world from another catastrophe. 


The left leads to a lasting peace, to individual and national free- 
dom, to economic security. The right or even the status-quo is the 
road to more war, to bondage, to unemployment and to poverty. Pearl 
Buck’s opinion—that another war may be necessary to settle the social 
conflicts—should be taken seriously. Few people are better qualified 
to judge. Her sincerity and her many years of residence, travel and 
study where the earth’s population is the most dense and exploitation 
the most glaring have given her an understanding of social and inter- 
national conditions possessed by few. 


There can be no lasting peace if the Atlantic Charter is only applied 
to a few chosen nations, while half the brown, black, red and yellow 
races remain in virtual slavery, national bondage, ignorance, and as a 
consequence, in appalling poverty. This, together with the economic 
insecurity and fear of want among an ever increasing portion of the 
white races, are the seeds of future war. These seeds must be destroyed 
at their source by stopping needless exploitation. Monopolistic ex- 
ploitation is the source of Fascist dictatorship. 


Roosevelt, Churchill and Chiang Kai-shek will long be remembered 
for their services to humanity. They will receive a large share of the 
credit for keeping the world from being forced to repeat the most brutal 
and darkest ages of history. 


But can these leaders bring us a lasting peace?’ Are they too 
much for the status-quo? The status-quo has brought two world wars 
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in hardly more than half a generation—to say nothing of several small 
ones. The foree that wins the war may not serve the needs of peace. 


We praise Heaven for these great leaders, and rightly so. They 
richly deserve universal support to the war’s end. But will Churchill, 


-.- Roosevelt and Chiang Kai-shek fade into a minor role by the side of 


the man who will bring to the world a lasting and progressive peace? 
It must be progressive to be lasting. Must we look to some other 
country to produce a man or group of men and women who will bring 
the lasting peace for which a great majority of the human race so 
hunger? 


The world can learn a lot from Soviet Russia. All of her races 
and nationalities are on equal footing. She has political democracy, 
industrial democracy, racial democracy, and sex democracy, and all 
of her citizens enjoy economic justice and security; all opposing pro- 
paganda notwithstanding. 


These are the foundations of a lasting peace and only when they 
become more universal will the world realize the brotherhood of man. 
For several years to come the most reliable barometer of social disturb- 
ances will be the general attitude towards the Soviet Union. This 
attitude will register the progress towards World War 8 or towards an 
enduring peace. As Joseph Davies says: ‘‘There can be no secure 
victory or no hope of a nobler world order through peace and law 
with the Russian people and the Soviet Union left out.” 


; Lying deceit will keep the world in bondage, the truth will set 
it free. 


12 FOREWORD-—Democratic Russia 


Democratic Russia 
© 
FOREWORD 


The renewed drive on all things progressive and espe- 
cially on everything leaning towards socialized industry is 
an international movement aimed at preparing the ground 
for a military attack on the Soviet Union, or of forestalling 
any effort towards socializing industry in other countries 
that might arise as a result of this war. 


Hitler’s double-crossing of his backers and his plans 
to deal with France and England instead of first invading 
the Soviet Union has, as yet, not lessened the determination 
of other capitalist countries to get a war started that they 
hope will result in bringing the Soviet Union back to private 
industry, enslave her workers again, and throw the coun- 
try’s unlimited resources into the hands of foreign million- 
aire exploiters. The fate of the Austrian workers, under 
Dolfuss and in Spain at the hands of nearly every country 
excepting Mexico and the Soviet Union, is proof that the 
danger is real. H. G. Wells states in the May (1940) 
number of “The Fortnightly” that previous to the outbreak 
of this war the Scandinavian countries were planning a 
Nazi styled coup to put the workers back in their place. 
They were enjoying too much freedom to suit the owning 
class. Well’s statement is borne out by the activities of the 
“fifth column” in Norway. 


Russia’s trouble with Finland has perhaps alienated 
some who were sympathetic before. Possibly these people 
have not yet learned that for many years some of the 
democratic countries have been helping Finland to build 
air bases and mile after mile of concrete and steel forts— 
the best that fortification engineers knew how to build—and 
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stocking these fortifications with tanks, guns and munitions 
of the latest design in order to use Finland as a spearhead 
attack on Leningrad, a city of 3,500,000 inhabitants. 
Some of these forts were within gun range of this city. 


Mannerheim, “The Butcher”, as he is familiarly 
known, who according to his own figures, has executed 
15,000 Finnish workers (some sources more than double 
that number) whose only crime was wanting to socialize 
industry, has been the real ruler of “democratic” Finland. 
He is the agent for the capitalistic world leaders and along 
with them has never given up the intention of destroying 
the first workers’ republic. A network of 100,000 or more 
civil guards gave him complete power. 


The determination of the Soviet officials to close this 
door while there was time, and make invasion from that 
quarter more difficult, was a timely move in view of foreign 
hostility and plans. 


The French, British and United States officials, who 
were so anxious to help Mannerheim, are the same group 
who blocked all help for democratic Spain and thus assisted 
Franco to subdue the lawful Spanish government, simply 
because that government was too friendly to the working 
class to suit their hide bound reactionary wishes. The 
fate of the Finnish people was not what they were worrying 
about. They would sacrifice every Finnish worker if it 
would assist in gaining their object with the Soviet Union. 
This attitude is not only inhuman and brutal, but, under 
present war conditions, it is foolish as well. 


From every angle of a military standpoint the Allies 
stand to gain by forgetting their secret machinations with 
Hitler in their plottings against the Soviet Union and 
ceasing to antagonize that country by untruthful propa- 
ganda or other means. Their present (1939-40) policy is 
dangerous and if persisted in, may result in a suicidal 
reverse in the present conflict. Blind, unreasoning hatred 
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of socialized industry is at the bottom of this precarious 
position. The non-aggression pact between the Soviet 
Union and Germany is not the reason for this new outburst 
of vituperative propaganda. The Soviet Union is ready and 
willing to conclude such a pact with any of the Allied 
countries and, moreover, she first offered the democracies 
a mutual assistance pact that would have made the war 
very unlikely. And on top of this now that the war has 
eered the Soviet Union and Germany must eventually 
clash. 


It is not my intention to deal further with this ques- 
tion, but to give a few facts about the Soviet Union and 
add my mite to the truthful literature already in circula- 
tion—literature which shows that Communism (socialized 
industry) is not the demon bent on breaking up family life 
and destroying our institutions as alleged by those in 
charge of the lie factories. ‘The proof of the pudding is 
in the eating.” 


Communism in theory and as practised and planned 
in the Soviet Union is the most beautiful, just and humane 
faith in the world today. It will destroy no institutions 
that are worth saving, but will expand useful features 
until they will be much more universal than they can 
ever become under the profit system. Communism will 
destroy no states but will reorganize and rebuild these 
states until debts and unemployment will vanish, exploi- 
tation be no more, and life become more secure, pleasant 
and interesting. 


If these machinations of the ruling class should succeed, 
after years of warfare, in driving the Soviet Union back to 
private industry, it would be the most deplorable social 
tragedy in all history. 


There is, perhaps, no great danger that all Europe 
could conquer the Soviets, but any major military action 
against them would set their economic and cultural gains 


DEMOCRATIC RUSSIA 15 


back many years—and it would result in the loss of mil- 
lions of our best young people for no good purpose. 


‘ Conscientious people everywhere should spare no effort 

to make the truth known. There is no excuse for an 
epidemic of the jitters every time some agent of capitalism 
draws a red herring across the trail of human progress. 
In all the world of racial arrogance, graft, exploitation, 
crime, war, unemployment and needless want, the Soviet 
Union stands out today as the one bright spot. 


THE ESTABLISHMENT OF THE SOVIETS 


Unfortunately many people, even among those who 
feel a deep concern for public welfare, have but little 
understanding of the philosophy of Communism. If they 
understood it better they would be less inclined to judge 
Soviet Communism by what it has, or has not, accomplished 
up to date. 


Philosophy should teach them that twenty-three years 
is but a day in the building of a new system, Systems do 
not come and go overnight. Even a full generation is a 
short time in which to rid society of evils that have been 
inherent since history began, or to achieve what has already 
been done in the Soviet Union. To build up an economy 
of plenty in a country that had known nothing but want 
and starvation, with the whole outside world throwing 
every conceivable obstacle in the way, is a task which no 
man has a right to condemn prematurely. Without philo- 
sophical reason both sides will err in their judgment. 


The enemies of Communism are in two principal 
classes. The privileged, owning class and their lying 
hirelings, always ready to sell their fellowmen for any 
consideration, are principally responsible for a great part 
of anti-Soviet propaganda. The other group may be honest 
and genuinely interested in public welfare, but they are 
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altogether too hasty and unreasonable in their judgment. 


Shortly after the revolution some went to Russia 
expecting to find their Utopia. They found what every 
reasoning person could have told them they would find— 
hunger, poverty and chaos. Those who left the country 
and have been uncompromising enemies ever since repre- 
sent a school of thoughtlessness that is altogether too 
common. 


Some Soviet officials, too, were unable to grasp the 
difficulty of building Communism in such a hostile atmos- 
phere. A few of these took an opposing stand against 
any further attempts to socialize industry. They have 
paid dearly for their mistake. 


On the other hand the revolution was hardly over 
before the workers of other countries began to talk of the 
good conditions by what they thought they should be. 
This, no doubt, has had its useful side. While the judg- 
ment was altogether wrong and unreasonable at the time, 
it helped the workers to keep their faith and to support 
the movement when that support was badly needed, wher 
the Soviet Union was weak and scarcely able to stand 
against the onslaught of the rest of the world. Honor 
and truth were sacrificed and millions of dollars spent in 
a desperate but futile effort to halt the wheels of human 
progress and forge again the chains that had held the 
Russian workers in a state of abject bondage for hundreds 
of years. Not only propaganda but military interference 
was invoked. Without outside support the Soviet Union 
could hardly have survived these early years. Internally, 
too, the opposition continued on rather a large scale till 
about 1932 or 733, when the Kuluk and peasant opponents 
of collectivism and state farming were put down and 
collectivization began to show its superiority. A few 
wreckers, some of them high officials, carried on their 
underhanded sabotage a little longer. (See “In Search of 
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Soviet Gold” by Littlepage, a mining engineer who in his 
10 years’ work for the Soviets came in contact with many 
cases of sabotage.) Many of these were a “fifth column” 

_ being prepared by foreign countries for future use. The 
world knows of their fate. 


Today the Soviet Union fears no opposition from 
within. During the past few years life has taken on a 
new and bright aspect. Hunger has disappeared. The 
faith of those who planned the heavy industry campaign 
and collective farms is bearing fruit. The evidence of a 
more abundant life is showing on the surface. As one 
Russian said to the writer in Moscow: “It is not an 
experiment any more; it is a success”. Generally speaking, 
the Soviet citizens can be depended on to defend their 
country and their system to the last man—and the last 
woman. The few Russians who have never become recon- 
ciled to socialized industry know the futility of opposing it. 


Opposition from without goes on unabated. The vested 
interests continue their lying campaigns of anti-Soviet 
propaganda. 

Until the outbreak of this war Hitler was being backed 
by the agents of international capital all over the world 
and many states, former enemies of Germany, used their 
official influence to strengthen Germany’s position on 
the understanding that she was to be the cat’s paw for 
bringing Russia back to private industry. That Hitler 
was an untrustworthy, fanatical rogue, who was as likely 
to turn on his foreign backers as to carry out their wishes, 
is another story. Anyone so morally low as to accept 
such a position could be nothing else but a degenerated 
criminal. ‘There have been many lesser Hitlers and they 
have invariably turned out to be traitors to their loot- 
seeking backers. The reading world knows that story 
now. Some of us foretold it years ago. 

There may be “honor among thieves’’, but there is no 
honor among people of Hitler’s stamp—or his former 
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backers, be they German, French, British or American. 
Now that the hope in Hitler has proven false, the enemies 
of socialized industry are redoubling their efforts towards 
other plans. These plans must be exposed for what they 
are—stark, ghoulish reaction. 


With the wounds of seven years of war and destruction, 
the famine of 1921-22, the boycotts and blockades from 
without, the sabotage from within, the illiteracy of the 
masses, and then the tremendous burden of the first 
Five-Year Plan (from 1928 to 1932)—it was completed in 
four years—when heavy industry was built up at the 
expense of consumable goods so greatly needed, the Soviet 
workers have suffered more than outsiders will ever know. 
Surely the least we can do is to extend them a glad hand. 


Internally, the worst is over now—barring outside 
interference—and a bright new day is bringing a richer 
life and new hope to all lucky enough to live under the 
emblem of the Sickle and Hammer. The time has passed 
when we need to hide anything from those of little faith. 
There is no occasion now to stretch the truth. In spite of 
having to build a great military machine, life is so much 
better than under the old regime that only the most unreas- 
onable or ignorant could fail to be impressed. The Soviets 
are firmly established. 
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A FEW THINGS ALREADY ACCOMPLISHED 
Housing 


Formerly scores of families would live in factory 
. barracks consisting of one big hall. Here they would carry 
on all the duties of family life without privacy or modern 
conveniences. Others lived in ramshackle wooden shanties 
in unlighted, unpaved and neglected outskirts of the cities 
or rented tiny cubicles wherever they could be had. Ten- 
ants would rent parts of their room to others until there 
was no place to put a bed. Many slept on the floors with 
little or no bedding. They crowded into dark, unsanitary 
basements. Tailors and others who worked at a bench 
often used the bench to sleep on because their wages would 
not permit the luxury of a bed. Few Russian workers ever 
earned enough to enjoy a room to themselves and they 
were lucky if they were a member of a family that had a 
room to itself. Only the upper and middle classes lived in 
a civilized manner. 


Peasants on the farms fared no better. Like the city 
dwellers and wage earners they lived in unsanitary, crowded 
huts, often sharing their residence with their domestic 
animals. Some of these dingy, sordid hovels have been 
preserved as relics of a cruel, stupid past. They illustrate 
what the workers were forced to endure under the rule 
of the Czar and his Church. 


Many of these dwellings were little, if any, better than 
the American ‘‘Hoover Villas’, only there they were con- 
sidered permanent and good enough for the workers and 
the community, while here in Canada and the United States 
these‘‘Hoover Villas” are regularly considered as a health 
menace and are destroyed by the police while the unem- 
ployed or part time workers, who have no other homes, 
are asked to move on. 


Under such conditions the Russian babies had a poor 
chance to survive. Twenty-five or thirty percent of them 
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died the first year. To get out of such hovels into bright, 
sunlit rooms, crowded though some of them may still be, 
is a great achievement. 


Some cities have about caught up on the house shortage 
but others, like Moscow, will need a few years more before 
there is ample room for all. But the attics and dugouts 
once swarming like piggeries with their crowds of squalid, 
ignorant humans, are no more. The apartment houses 
and dwellings built the past few years are up to the Ameri- 
can standard in sanitation and conveniences, and in sunni- 
ness they are probably unequalled anywhere. For the 
country too, the housing program is giving new dwellings 
to millions who never had dreamed of the luxury of modern 
conveniences. Some well informed writers contend that 
already, many more Soviet workers own their homes 
than is the case in America. Most American cities are 
sliding back. Slum conditions are on the increase the 
past decade. 


The slum clearance and housing programs of England 
and America are not comparable to the progress already 
made in the U.S.S.R. Every year millions move into the 
luxury of whole apartments or into private dwellings. 


City and country are being built over and made health- 
ful and beautiful. 


Health Measures 


Even more has been done to rid the country of its 
terrible heritage of unnecessary disease. Few countries 
in the world were more neglected and disease more wide- 
spread. Now Soviet medicine and hygiene is hardly 
surpassed anywhere. And still for them, it is only the 
beginning. 


Already the number of beds per capita is about equal 
to that of the United States. Soviet trained doctors are 
loyal and as interested in efficiency as doctors anywhere. 
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Medical aid is practically free to all. In this respect they 
have the wor!d beaten. Many of the hospitals were still 
located in old buildings not too suitable but these were being 
replaced as fast as possible when I was in the country. 
_I*visited several hospitals and talked with many doctors 
and nurses. 


The central emergency hospital in Moscow is a model 
of its kind. It has attracted the attention of medical 
students the world over. It has five branch stations 
besides the central one. Always a number of ambulances 
are standing ready to go. ‘They are on the street and 
away, inside of about two minutes from the time a call 
is received. A doctor and two nurses accompany each 
ambulance and a seat is reserved for a friend of the patient 
to come to the hospital. The ambulances were fitted 
with two cots. All calls are clocked. They averaged about 
170 a day at the time I visited the hospital. Doctors and 
nurses are on duty 24 hours a day, so that all cases are 
taken care of promptly. I witnessed two major operations 
during the short time I was in the building. 


I also saw them taking blood from a dead man to be 
used for transfusions if it proved suitable on examination. 
This is a common procedure when someone is accidentally 
killed or dies of causes other than disease. 


There are many children’s hospitals. I visited two 
of these in Vladivostok; one of them for tubercular patients. 
Most of the children were being treated for diseased 
bones. These little sufferers exhibited a patience that 
spoke volumes for the care they were getting. Under the 
Czar, millions of people, especially the national minorities, 
had no medical aid whatever. Now they are all served, 
even to the pastoral people with their travelling dispensaries 
and lying-in hospitals. 


Dispensaries are a modern feature of Soviet medicine. 
They specialize in dispensing knowledge and preventing 
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disease, as well as giving medical treatment. Hospital 
treatment is only a side issue. A large one I visited in 
Moscow had about 50 beds and expected to add 200 more 
shortly. Only minor surgical operations were performed 
here and many serious cases were sent elsewhere. The 
building and operation of this institution was planned and 
engineered by a woman doctor. (More than half of the 
Russian doctors are women.) She told me that excepting 
her family, it was her main interest in life—and she looked 
the part. Her expression was one of earnest, friendly 
confidence which one only sees in people who are making 
a success of a chosen and useful calling. Who said there 
would be no room for personal initiative under Socialism? 


The Soviet Union is not surpassed anywhere in medical 
research work. The unlimited resources of the State are 
behind scientific research and they have already made 
several notable discoveries. Moscow has just completed 
what is probably the largest and most elaborate cancer 
hospital and research institution in the world. 


Most diseases have been greatly reduced, venereal 
afflictions as much as 85 to 90 per cent. 


It is estimated that fully half the expense of health 
measures go toward the prevention of disease, as against 
only about 10 per cent in the United States. 


The working conditions and home life of all patients 
is looked into, if there can be any suspicion that they have 
contributed to the illness. Every factory, farm and 
workers’ center has its health nucleus, composed of trained 
volunteers elected locally so that health measures are never 
far removed from local democratic control. 

Education 

Education is another outstanding achievement. Pre- 
vious to the revolution illiteracy ran from around 65 per 
cent in the more favored districts to more than 95 per cent 
in others. Now nearly all can read and write. In a few 
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very backward districts there may still be around 20 per 
cent of illiteracy but in most places there are probably not 
10 per cent but who have had considerable schooling. 
Extra effort was expended on elderly people. For chil- 
.-dren school attendance is compulsory. The state provides 
for all who wish to go beyond the grade schools. About 
80 per cent of those attending the higher institutions are 
paid a stipend or wage by the government, enough so that 
they have no worry and can devote their whole attention 
to study. 

The universities and technical schools are turning out 
thousands of specialists in every line. Some of the new 
university sites look like small cities in themselves. Great 
numbers attend night classes while engaged in other work. 
It does a person good to see the enthusiasm and eagerness 
for learning. 

The shortage of buildings and teachers has been taken 
care of so rapidly that practically no one is being neglected 
today. In Moscow alone during 1988, fifty-seven new four- 
story school buildings, each to accommodate 850 scholars, 
were added to the City’s existing 600. In a very short time 
all overcrowding will be liquidated. In addition to schools, 
there are few Soviet citizens but what have access to 
libraries. They are everywhere, in factories and on farms, 
as well as in the cities. 


A few years more will see the Soviet Union the best 
educated country in the world. There will be more scientists 
and specialists in every line than in any other country. I make 
this statement without fear of contradiction. Socialized 
schools have proved a success in other places too, but they 
are not backed by socialized industry and herein lies the 
advantage. How long would the people of India remain 
90 per cent illiterate under a Soviet government? 


The Soviets spend fully 100 times as much on some 
of their backword Asiatic children as is spent on the chil- 
dren of India. 
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Prostitution { 


The almost complete eradication of public prostitution 
in the Soviet Union has astounded the world, or at least 
that part of it which knows of these facts. The general 
opinion in other countries has been that it was an evil that 
could never be eliminated. But since women have been 
placed on an equal plane with men and are economically 
independent they seem to have no inclination for the ancient 
evil. It has been comparatively easy for the Soviet leaders 
to prove to the world that this scourge of civilization need 
not be a part of a just social system. 


At first thirty-three different rescue homes were estab- 
lished for the rehabilitation of former prostitutes. Only 
one home in Moscow, with a branch in the country, remains. 
I was told that this place took care of the whole of the 
Soviet Union. When I visited the home there were only 
about two hundred inmates. Many of these were orphans 
who had been neglected during the trying days of the 
revolution. The girls were paid wages for work in a 
knitting factory or for other useful labor. They also had 
school lessons, music and other cultural training. After 
a year or two in the home most of them were out of danger 
and ready to take their places as useful members of society. 


In capitalistic countries prostitutes are seldom re- 
claimed. The economic system and society at large has 
too little to offer and the struggle for an honorable exist- 
ence, when once defeated, is seldom taken up again. In 
this country of exploitation and unemployment, the 
demoralized soul can seldom muster courage enough for 
another fight against such great odds. 


I have visited most of the rescue homes in Western 
Canada and I know that they often help the wayward 
girl, but the hardened prostitute is usually beyond their 
possibilities. She remains an object of graft and exploita- 
tion by pimps, public officials and casual “friends”. Many 
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of these are ready to break and keep down any resist- 
ance. Our system not only encourages prostitution but 
it breeds the parasites who profit at the unfortunate girl’s 
_déwnfall. Only very seldom is public action stirred on her 
~ behalf, and then it is only a temporary manifestation. 


As I read again the notes taken at the Prophylactorium 
in Moscow I wonder that social workers of other countries 
can still be blind to the fact that Communism, the sociali- 
zation of industry, has something to offer; something 
worth while that could never be attained in any other way. 


Unemployment 

Unemployment has been entirely abolished in the 
Soviet Union. Neither has it been abolished as in Germany, 
through concentration camps, a long period of wageless 
labor and the production of war materials. If the war 
economy of Germany should suddenly be changed over 
to a peaceful economy, unemployment would again rack 
the nation’s stability. In the Soviet Union the effect 
would be just the opposite. Those now in military service 
would find work in production and the country would 
grow prosperous at a faster rate than before and with 
even a shorter work day. 


Soviet workers have a wide range of occupations from 
which to choose. They are not so much compelled to take 
whatever offers, as is often the case in other countries 
where the supply of help always exceeds the demand. 
The state and the trades unions are ready to help them 
qualify for their chosen work. If the first choice proves 
unsatisfactory they are free to try something else. 


Unemployment need never return to the Soviet Union 
because it will be a simple matter to bring the hours or 
days of labor into conformity with the needs of production. 


The system is under the control of the workers and 
their leaders, while under private industry the system 
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does the controlling in spite of both owners and workers. 
American workers and the unemployed should be able 
to appreciate what this means. Here millions of the 
young flower of the land are unable to find any opportunity 
to engage in productive labor. They drift from coast 
to coast in an almost vain hope of picking up a few days’ 
work here and there. They are often hounded by the 
police and made to feel they are not wanted. They are 
continually forced to run the gauntlet of the numerous 
“keep-them-off-relief” institutions set up at the behest 
of the financial rulers and often presided over by hypocriti- 
cal, callous officials and known labor traitors who can be 
depended upon to sell their fellow men into the most abject 
slavery for a mere mess of pottage. As the “meanest man”’ 
some of these committees have the world beat. They will 
take the milk from hungry children with a cruelty unsur- 
passed by even the lowest criminals. This is condensed 
Hitlerism. 


Here no real effort is ever made to solve the unem- 
ployment problem but plenty of energy is expended to 
drive the working class to ever lower standards of living 
and to make their economic position ever more insecure, 
that the owners of industry may realize profits although 
in competition with other places employing coolie labor. 


On the other hand, the whole object of the Soviet 
leaders is and undoubtedly will continue to be, to make 
work and life in general more pleasant and interesting. 


In the face of great need for more production the hours 
of work have been generally set at seven and for some 
lines that are harder or more unhealthful, it is less. Under- 
ground workers put in no more than six hours, while 
hospital nurses work but six hours, with one half hour 
intermission. 


Life for the peasant too has been revolutionized. No 
more does he toil from daylight to dark with the back- 
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breaking sickle and flail, and this for a mere pittance 
of grain that is often too little for his own need, let alone 
paying out a large share in taxes, rent, etc. Now a half 
‘million tractors and other modern machinery turn out 
‘record yields with only a fraction of the labor. ‘The wooden 
plow universally in use until after the revolution is only 
a curio now. 


The periodic famines which used to take terrible toll 
of life in large sections of the country are no more. They 
have been eliminated with modern machinery, irrigation 
projects, scientific farming and by a just system of dis- 
tribution. 

No farmers are held under the bondage of debt until 
the nervous strain turns their hair grey or puts them 
in their graves. Modern machinery has lightened the 
burden of the Soviet workers, but it has not and will not 
bring unemployment. 


Status of Women 


Women have been fully emancipated. At first this 
caused considerable trouble among some of the national 
minorities where women from time immemorial had been 
the chattels of men, where they were veiled, uneducated, 
and even subject to the harem, where age-old customs and 
religious superstition kept them bound physically and 
spiritually. 


Now even many of these women hold high executive 
positions. A beautiful statue at the entrance to the Turkish 
Women’s Club in Baku, carved from white marble and 
illustrating a woman holding a book aloft is emblematic 
of the new life open to these formerly most oppressed 
women. 

There are 187 women in the present Supreme Soviet, 


many of them elected because of some outstanding achieve- 
ment in the field of labor, culture or science. 
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Women are in practically all industries and piSteaslones 
They are protected and helped in the bearing and rela ‘ 
of their children to an extent never dreamed of in other 
countries. Nurseries are a regular feature of Soviet life. 
They are to be found in factories, depots, large stores and 
on collective and state farms. Both nurseries and kinder- 
gartens are a great help to the busy mother. There is 
a “Child Welfare Week” every day in the year wherever 
the Red flag waves. And yet there has been no lessening 
of parental responsibility. The stories of nationalized 
women and state-raised children are as untrue as they are 
heinous and malicious. It seems incredible that anyone 
could believe such nonsense, but many people remain 
deluded in spite of the great amount of truthful information 
put before the public. 


I was not two days’ journey from the Soviet borders 
before seemingly intellectual people enquired about this 
phase of Russian life and occasionally now, I have the 
chance to explain how and why these stories were started. 


Children 


Soviet children, too, have found a new childhood. 
Child labor, as we know it in America, has gone out of 
existence. They must be 16 years of age before working 
for wages and for the next two years are not to be em- 
ployed for more than six hours a day. Children have 
come into their own. Many theatres and libraries are 
built exclusively for children. Parks fitted out with 
features that appeal to children are models of their kind. 
Summer camps, too, excel anything found in other countries. 


The palaces of Pioneers, where great buildings have 
been provided with almost everything children could wish 
for, are largely a new innovation. Here children of all 
ages may play or make play of serious study. The rooms 
are equipped with facilities for the study of steam or 
electric transportation, navigation, polar exploration, 
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radio, photography, television, sculpture, modelling in 
clay, painting, fancy needle work, physical culture and 
what not. I have seen the children doing all these things 
and they were a happy lot. A new Palace of Pioneers 
just finished in Minsk was one of the finest buildings it 
“has ever been my lot to see—and it was all for the children. 
America would do well to emulate Russia’s policy of child 
welfare. 


DICTATORSHIP OR DEMOCRACY 


In capitalist circles and among ill informed progressives 
the Soviet Union is still referred to as a dictatorship. 
No allowance is made for the necessity of a firm-handed 
rule until the maze of opposing economic interests, so active 
under private industry, is largely wiped out and the people 
welded together in a solid mass of producers, classless and 
co-operative. When, in any country, this stage is reached 
a true democracy will be able to function. 


We have little to crow about and no excuse for drawing 
our skirts aside when world events throw us in political 
contact with the Soviet Union. Unless we can break 
the power of monopoly and move a long way towards co- 
operative production our democracy is largely abortive. 
In small local centers it often works not too badly. Nation- 
ally it is more often than not a joke. 


The ballot does not always rule or usually have the 
last word in capitalist democracies; the financiers and 
owners of monopolized industry very large do the ruling. 
Our democracy represents centuries of struggle and we 
think it worth fighting for, but it is not the last word as 
Americans and British are so ignorantly inclined to believe. 
It is only a beginning, as Russia, has well proven. Dem- 
ocracy and monopolized private industry are opposite 
characters. They can never work together without con- 
stant friction. Instances occur frequently when the friction 
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becomes acute and for the time being all democracy is 
scrapped. Monopolized industry arbitrarily takes charge. 
Danger lies ahead from the fact that democracy becomes 
abortive as monopoly becomes entrenched. 


The dictatorships of Germany, Italy and several other 
European countries did not come into being simply by 
the power of some strong man. They materialized because 
the masses were split into many factions with different 
interests and monopolized industry, always opposed to 
rule by the public, seized the opportunity to take what 
little power a helpless, discouraged and divided working 
and middle class had previously enjoyed; because capitalist 
democracy had broken down under the onslaught of_a 
brutal, ruthless and tricky monopoly. 


Many interests were at variance, so the strongest took 
control. Fertile soil was already prepared. The time was 
ripe for a showdown between capital and labor and to 
make it worse many of the labor leaders sold out. 


Unless there is a decided turn to the left and towards 
co-operative industry, our present democracies must soon 
follow the European trend. At the beginning of this war 
both France and England were trembling in the balance. 


These dictatorships of the ruling and owning class 
must remain as they are indefinitely, or until such time as 
private production is overthrown, probably by war, and 
rule by the working class takes place. Dictatorship is the 
end sought for by the monopoly class. Any return to 
the former pattern of democracy would not likely be more 
successful than at first, unless a decided change in the 
economic situation took place. Defeating Germany in 
war and forcing her back to a capitalistic democracy will 
prove a failure on the long run if monopoly is still to rule. 
Only a radical swing to the left will insure a lasting peaceful 
democracy. 
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On the other hand a dictatorship of the working class 
is only a temporary set-up, a means to anend. It will soon 
give way to a true democracy that is both political and 
industrial. That is what has taken place in the Soviet 

Union. It can be expected that a similar procedure will 
take place in the next few countries to socialize industry, 
a short period of dictatorship, then true democracy. Those 
following later, when it is generally understood that so- 
cialized industry is inevitable, might make the change 
without a period of dictatorship and with a minimum 
amount of friction or opposition. 


Political democracy in the Soviet Union was eens 
about by the adoption of the new constitution in December, 
1936, and the general election held a year later. Many 
people in other countries find it hard to understand how 
the elections could be democratic when, in most of the 
districts, only one candidate is placed on the ballot. The 
voting there is both for and against, instead of just for, 
as in other countries. A candidate must get a majority 
of the votes before being elected. If a majority is against, 
then another election must be held. Under the multiple- 
party system, candidates may be and often are elected on 
a minority vote. 


In a recent election of local Soviets (December, 1939) 
125 candidates were voted down. This was only a mere 
fraction of the whole, but it shows that the people are 
privileged to express their views through the ballot. Every 
man and woman in the Soviet Union who is 18 years of 
age or older has the privilege of going to the polls and 
casting a secret vote against any candidate selected in 
their district. 


All candidates are chosen after animated discussion 
in the different organized groups of the districts. If there 
are any objections to or weakness in a candidate that 
any one knows of, they are sure to be brought out. The 
workers, through their organizations, often have the last 
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word as to who their candidates will be. A scoundrel 
would stand a poor chance to get on the ballot. 


The Soviet workers are merciless in their criticism of 
any negligence or shortcomings among their associates. 
The highest officials have always encouraged this policy and 


their ‘wall newspapers” are a result of this policy or at . 


least they are made use of for this purpose. 


However, the constitution does not restrict the number 
of candidates who may run in one district. The Communist 
Party, trades unions, youth organizations, collective farm- 
ers or art societies are all privileged to put up a candidate. 
If the first candidate selected is popular and no consider- 
ably sized group voices any reasonable objection, he will 
run alone. Otherwise he will retire or run against another 
party. 

The fact that there is usually only one candidate on 
the slate is proof of the unity of the electors and the absence 
of class interests. It is also a safeguard against deceptive, 
dirty polities that so prevails in our country. Their elec- 
tions are largely free from the mud-slinging and lying 
promises that are never meant to be kept, even if they 
were possible, which constitute too many of the activities 
of our election campaigns. In our country the candidate 
most sure of election is the one who can fool the electors 
most. Honest candidates who are successful are, so far, 
decidedly in the minority. Of course, there are exceptions. 
Sometimes integrity wins out and places an honest person 
in an important political position. People still respect 
and love honesty. But in this age of insecurity, machine 
production and so many institutions existing for the sole 
purpose of taking the fruits of labor from the producers, 
they love their money more. The spoils of office made 
so attractive by our ever present economic insecurity, 
have been a dry rot to our democracy and the ruin of a 
jarge share of our politicians. 


The person who promises a monetary return or a 
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chance to earn economic security without changing the 
system—something practically impossible—more often than 
not will win an election over the honest candidate. The 
public have been misled to fear a change and this is one 
point never overlooked. Our system of production and of 
elections places a premium on dishonesty. The Russian 
policy of one candidate at a time, to be voted for or against, 
does not do this, at least, not to the same extent. 

May the Soviet elections never fall to the disgraceful 
level which has marked most campaigns in America, espe- 
cially since the class struggle has become more in the lime- 
light. The most prolific fruit of American elections of late 
seems to have been to instil a false hope in the hearts of the 
down trodden working class. 


The Communist Party of the Soviet Union is not a 
political party as we know them here. It has many activities 
foreign to our parties. The object of its members is to do 
more and better work, as an example, and to act as guide 
and advisors to those who may feel less responsibility. 
To be sure a majority of the Supreme Soviet are party 
members, but if not trusted they may be voted down. 
Under the new constitution they rule by consent of the 
public and they are highly respected by the great majority. 


Our political parties have no counterpart there, but the 
labor unions, co-operative organizations, collective farms, 
etc., offer freedom of political expression as well as any 
party could do. Their main issues are such things as more 
production, a higher culture, better health service, more 
artistic and better equipped buildings, just distribution, 
better transportation—in fact, anything that makes for a 
full rich life, free from exploitation. In a classless society 
these are things that all can agree upon. 


All officials are subject to recall and they must keep 
their electors informed of all important moves. This is 
written into the constitution (Article 142). An elected 
official who dodged his responsibility and made the spoils 
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of office his principal objective would not get far in the 
Soviet Union. His conduct would soon become a live 
topic in all the principal organizations of his constituency. 
They have the power to remove him and are expected to 
do so. 


The Soviet franchise is much wider than ours. It in- 
cludes both sexes, eighteen years of age or older, and there 
are no racial, religious, social origin, educational, property 
status, or past activity qualifications. Only a court of law 
can disfranchise any one and then there must be good 
reasons. Several restrictions in America are absent there. 
If a similar policy were adopted in America the Indians, 
Eskimos, Chinese, Japanese and Negroes would all become 
citizens and be extended the franchise. They would attend 
school on equal terms, perhaps study in their own language, 
and with reason we might expect their political judgment 
to be as good as our own. 


Under the new constitution the voting is secret and 
direct in all governing bodies, including the trades unions 
and for court judges. The Supreme Soviet is composed of 
two bodies, one elected generally, the other by the republics 
and national minority groups. The two chambers have 
equal rights and in joint sessions the chairmen of each 
alternate. The Supreme Soviet is what its name implies— 
supreme in every respect. There is no Senate or House of 
Lords removed from the votes of the people or a president 
with power to veto any rulings passed. Hven Stalin has 
no right to question its decisions unless as an advisor by 
the right of a boundless confidence bestowed by the Soviet 
citizens. 


The Supreme Soviet meets twice each year. Between 
sittings the Presidium, which corresponds to our Cabinet, 
carries on with whatever power the Supreme Soviet sees 
fit to give it. 
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The industries and institutions of Russia are planned 
and supervised by the commisariats with the aid of the 
trades unions and other functioning bodies, which are 
* eneduraged to act with all possible autonomy and initiative. 
All the commisariats are accountable to the Supreme 
Soviet to which they owe their origin and personnel. 


So much for political democracy; but it is in the 
industries and institutions of the country that one sees 
true democracy at work. Other countries have but little 
industrial democracy and it is impossible for them ever 
to attain it under strictly private production. We think 
our political democracy is priceless, but without reaching 
further into industry and the every-day life of the citizens, 
it falls far short of its possible usefulness. The fight put 
up by the vested interests to keep politics out of industry 
Bian. reduces the effectiveness of the working class 
ballot. 


The value of democracy may be gauged by the extent 
to which it opens the way for all to have a voice in their 
everyday activities; by the opportunities it offers the 
average citizen to improve his working condition and 
his cultural life without climbing up at someone else’s 
expense; or by being compelled to use unpeaceful means; 
by the extent it helps the working class to solve its problems 
of distribution of the products of its labor. 


From the very first the trades unions of the Soviet 
Union were encouraged to take all possible responsibilities 
in matters of improved working conditions, of health and 
medical facilities, of educational and recreational oppor- 
tunities, of wage questions and last, but not least, of 
improvements in quality and quantity of output. 


Highty to ninety per cent of those eligible belong to 
the unions. One out of five or six members are engaged 
in some union activities. Much of this work is voluntary. 
Grievance committees take care of complaints of every 
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kind and if the local committee does not attend to business, 
or its ruling not satisfactory, as sometimes happens, there 
is a higher authority to which one can go. 


A grievance bureau set up by the All-Union Trades 
Union Council hears thousands of complaints every year. 
Questions of wages, of improper dismissals, of poor housing, 
etc., are often smoothed out by this bureau. 


Almost every factory building contains rooms for social 
and business gatherings and here the workers meet for 
discussions of political developments or of local needs. 
It has always been the policy of the leaders to provide 
these facilities and to encourage the employees to use them. 
They are the foundation of true democracy. ‘Through 
them, all members have the chance to take part in the 
governing of their country, both politically and industrially. 
The Soviet factory has become a centre of neighborhood 
activity, not just a place to do the day’s work and then 
hurry away from. 


The unions, too, assist in law enforcement and help 
at reform work. They are not empowered to impose sen- 
tence but they often hear minor cases of law infraction or 
even serious offence in an effort to help the offenders see 
the error of their ways and avoid court action. 


They discuss in public the actions of any member who 
may have been arrested and is being held for trial. 


The Trades Unions administer the social insurance. 
They elect, by secret ballot, committees for this purpose. 
Complete self-government, in matters of insurance, has 
been fully attained. This was one of the aims of the 
government made public only five days after the revolution 
in November 1917. They maintain a large number of 
ganitoriums and rest homes. Public stores and restaurants 
are watched over and at the Union’s request, more stores 
are opened conveniently near the factories. They inaug- 
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urate and manage the safety devices and rules. They sit 
. on the planning commissions and help to determine wage 
‘ sealés. Club houses, the like of which are not found in 
other countries, are built and run by the unions with 
initial help from the central government. They are 
elaborate structures, artistically decorated, and contain 
about everything for culture, entertainment and recreation. 
One visited by the writer had a library of fifty thousand 
volumes containing books in several different languages. 
This building also contained two theaters. 


In 1922 Lenin outlined the functions of the trades 
unions as follows: ‘‘A school of association, a school of 
solidarity, a school of defence of their own interests, a 
school of management, a school of administration.” He 
might have added: “A school of democracy.” 


Since the secret ballot was adopted in the unions, one 
of my Russian friends writes: “It helps a lot to get better 
officials”. Other institutions are encouraged to practise 
democracy in a similar way. I have seen hotel employees 
and the staff on a daily paper holding business meetings. 
Do American hotels call their employees together to help 
decide policies of operation? 


The collective farms largely run their own affairs. 
Local matters are taken care of locally, while conventions 
are held for the purpose of egos set policies of a general 
or regional interest. 


The idea that the activities of the Soviet workers are 
circumscribed and confined to set policies handed down 
by a dictator is entirely wrong. Deliberate false propaganda 
is at the bottom of this too-widely spread impression. 
The regimentation stories are a myth. 


Lenin’s policy of encouraging the public to engage in 
activities of a democratic nature has been well carried out.’ 
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The field of these activities is almost unlimited and the 
success is ample proof that the policy was correct. 

The Soviet rule is often compared to Fascism. Noth- 
ing could be further from the truth. They are opposite 
poles. Fascism and Nazism teach that body and soul 
belong to the state, or in truth to the vested interests. 
Socialism, as practised by the Soviet Union, encourages 
and guides the workers to develop their individuality and 
to exercise it in a democratic way for their own welfare, 
as well as for the good of society at large. This is the 
negation of regimentation. The large turn over of labor 
is good evidence of the workers’ freedom. 


NATIONAL MINORITIES 


The treatment of the national minorities in the 
Soviet Union is a model that might well be looked up to 
by the rest of the world. It is the first country to solve 
this problem. Largely speaking, this has been the fruits 
of Stalin’s individual efforts. Under Lenin he was Minister 
of National Minorities. In most other countries treatment 
of many of the minorities is a disgrace to Christianity and 
to civilization. It is criminal and it is unscientific. In 
the Soviet Union too, the problem seemed to have been 
more complicated than in most countries because of such 
diversity of languages and peoples. There are 141 languages 
spoken. There are fifty-nine main nationalities (180 all 
told) and ninety-six national groups. 

Some of the groups were fast dying out and number 
only a hundred or so. Most of them have a written lan- 
guage now, and they are encouraged to keep it and use 
it in their schools. They are, however, required to learn 
Russian whilst attending school if they do not already 
understand it. One new language is part of the school 
curriculum. 

In the Ukraine previous to the revolution no school 
was allowed in the native language. Now there are many 
thousands. The old Russian government thought it profit- 
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able to incite hatred and friction between national and 
racial minorities. They could then be more easily kept 
under subjection and exploited. 


Always a stream of tribute from taxes or other means 
flowed towards the central government. Now the stream 
has been reversed. From the central government finances 
flow continually to every republic and to every group. 


Finances for schools, for power plants, for factories, 
for irrigation projects. Finances for hospitals and health 
improvement, for culture, for science—finances to build 
and rebuild cities. What a contrast to the old regime! 
Even the smallest groups in the Arctic are being looked 
after. 


Everyone in the Soviet Union is a Soviet citizen and 
has equal rights in every respect; equal rights to an edu- 
cation, to hospitalization, to work and to rest, to vote or 
to be elected. The cause of racial and national hatred has 
been abolished and it has died a natural death. But for 
fear chauvinism might do harm in its dying throes it has 
been made a criminal offence. The law was sometimes 
invoked the first few years, but it is seldom needed now. 
Formerly the racial and national minorities were taught 
to hate each other and all were taught to hate the Jews. 
No oe would hate the Jews if they were not falsely taught 
to do so. 


The Jews can never forget the horrors of the Russian 
pogroms. They were an effort of the ruling class to turn 
the wrath of the workers away from themselves so that 
they would remain free to exploit to the limit—just as has 
been the case in Germany. The pogroms extended from 
1881, shortly after the assassination of Alexander, the 2nd, 
till 1905 when they were halted at the request of President 
Theodore Roosevelt. Later they sprang up with increased 
brutality during the period of counter revolution and 
intervention. 


40 DEMOCRATIC RUSSIA 


I was talking to a small group of Jews in Kharkov 
when I enquired if they could refer me to anyone who 
could give me some first hand information about the 
pogroms. A knowing smile passed between them and then 
one told me he was one of three left from a family of 
eleven. Another had been orphaned when both parents were 
killed and still another told of a group of forty, all relatives, 
being wiped out. 


I learned afterwards that a guide given me one after- 
noon in Moscow was the only one of his family left. An- 
other man in Minsk told of being an eye witness to a 
Jewish massacre in a close by village when nearly the 
whole Jewish population were shot by Polish White Army 
troops, as they ran from their burning houses. The women 
were often raped and it was a common practice to torture 
the victims. Now the Ghetto is gone forever from Russian 
soil. 


There is hardly a vestige of ill feeling in all that great 
conglomeration of minority groups. A few of the older 
people may still carry hatred in their hearts but it is 
very little in evidence. 


Nothing like it has ever taken place in all history. 
Armenians and Turks, once mortal enemies, now live and 
work side by side, their children often intermarrying with 
no feeling of that hatred which once horrified the world 
with its bloody slaughter. 


The Tudjik, Kazahk and other peoples of the East 
were slaves to the central government and to their back- 
ward culture. Now their children study in the universities 
with a paternal government ready to pay their way through 
school. They are being encouraged to develop their own 
scientists, engineers, agronomists, doctors and teachers 
and they are responding with a will that is astonishing. 
After centuries of ignorance and hardships they are begin- 


— on 
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ning to experience a life that is rich in culture and com- 
paratively abundant in material things. 


\*The Soviet Union has led the way to that heaven on 
earth where all peoples may dwell together in peace and 
good will. Wherever I went, there was always someone 
who wanted to tell me of their new-found relationship, 
and their radiant faces showed that they spoke the truth. 
“The lion and the lamb shall lie down together.” 


I have only mentioned some of the features of which 
I have obtained a little first hand knowledge. I could 
say much more. I know that this new life of the Soviet 
workers is real and that it is appreciated by an overwhelm- 
ing majority of Soviet citizens and others who have taken 
up residence there. 


NOT UTOPIA YET 


Much remains to be done. They need more clothing, 
a greater variety of food, more housing, more automobiles, 
etc. Bureaucracy is still too much in evidence. No one 
knows this better than do the Soviet people. They realize 
that what they have accomplished to date is only a be- 
ginning. They often expressed this view to me but they 
were full of hope and enthusiasm for the future and proud 
of the progress so far made. 


While I was in Moscow Stalin said in a public speech 
that they must retain for a time the formula: “From 
each according to his ability, to each, according to his 
work,” but he added that they must go on until they 
realized the formula: ‘From-each according to his ability, 
to each according to his need.” 


The standard of living is rising steadily and barring 
a prolonged war it will equal the best in a few years’ time. 
Had it not been for the building of a great defence force 
no country could have boasted of a higher standard today. 
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And the Russian people are not stopping at a material 
standard. They have mastered the machine and will soon 
have plenty of material things, but hand in hand with 
this the cultural beauties of life in the greatest variety 
are being developed and made available to the masses. 
Science has been unleashed. Today there are hundreds of 
thousands of scientists in the Soviet Union, most of them 
young people. Every city, town, factory and_ collective 
or state farm has its laboratories. The deeper things that 
concern human association and the striving to understand 
nature and bend it to man’s will are all a part of Soviet 
life today. What a contrast to the old regime when the 
highest entertainment of the Russian peasant seemed to 
be to get drunk, fight, and beat his wife. Now along with 
his wife he attends university, drives his tractor or com- 
bine, places his old wooden plow in a museum, but seldom 
gets drunk since life has become so interesting. 


Religion, though not forbidden, has been put in the 
background, and men’s souls are stirred not by superstitious 
religious mysticism but by the vision of their new life where 
from the threshold so recently attained, the Russian work- 
ers glimpse a future that seems limitless in the good and 
interesting things to strive for. They have not attained 
Utopia, but they have progresssed a long way on the only 
road that can lead the world to a just social system. The 
foundation from which to build is complete and the struc- 
ture well under way. 


WHY ANTAGONISM? 


Why do people find fault with the progress of the 
first workers’ republic? Do they believe the anti-Soviet 
propaganda, that is continually painting a black and hope- 
less picture of conditions, propaganda that in most cases 
is a rank forgery and at the best an exaggerated, unfair 
comparison? Do they turn against the Soviet Union 
because some of their own pet theories have been found 
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unworkable or not in conformity with the necessary speed 
of construction and preparation for defence? 

Does their privileged position in capitalistic society 
’ influence them to take a stand against human progress and 
welfare at large? 

Surely it is enough in so short a time to have solved 
the problem of national minorities and brought “peace 
and good will” to this great mixture of many peoples who 
had nursed hatred of each other for centuries; to have 
brought to these oppressed and backward people a democ- 
racy that in many ways surpasses even that of the United 
States; to have abolished unemployment and built up a 
control over industry that insures it never returning; to 
have abolished public prostitution and lifted women to a 
plane of complete equality and to have given her children 
their rightful childhood; to have replaced nine-tenths of 
the former drunkenness with cultural activities (figures 
given to me by a doctor who specialized in alcoholism) to 
have educated an- illiterate and backward nation and 
devised an educational system that is second to none; to 
have established a health department that in efficiency is 
unexcelled and to which all the world may look for new 
developments; to be moving millions of workers every year 
from their crowded homes into sunny buildings with all 
modern conveneinces and to have raised the whole material 
standard to a much higher level than the Russian working 
class had previously known. 


Why listen to each new crop of fabrications depicting 
a stalemate condition, internal opposition or utter failure? 
Some of these accomplishments are beyond reach in a 
society where profits are the moving impulses of human 
activity. 


If Stalin is a tyrant then he has never ruled the Soviet 
Union. This is not the work of tyrants. It is the fruit of 
talented, shrewd leaders who have human welfare foremost 
in their ambitions; statesmen and diplomats whom bribes 
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cannot influence or temporary setbacks and obstacles 
discourage. The world owes the people of the Soviet Union 
a debt that can only be paid by acknowledging these facts 
and ceasing to oppose their further contributions to a new 
and better society. How much more sensible it would be 
for all countries to co-operate and encourage instead of 
opposing their path-finding and exploration. 


INTERVENTION—PAST AND POSSIBLE FUTURE 


A few quotations from well known sources will help 
the reader to understand that the fires of hate on the part 
of the reactionary ruling and owning class have never been 
extinguished and are only waiting a favorable opportunity 
to break out again on a world-wide scale. 


The Encyclopedia Britannica, 14th Edition, Vol. 19, 
throws some light on the situation as it was during the 
first intervention when several of the leading nations 
undertook to overthrow the first workers’ republic. It 
says in part: “The month of August landed forces at 
Murmansk to prevent war supplies from falling into 
German hands, disembarked 2,000 men at Archangel, who 
overthrew the local Soviet and set up a Provisional Gov- 
ernment of the North. A few days later British and French 
contingents landed at Vladivostok, followed by a Japanese 
division on August 12th and by two American regiments 
from the Philippines on the 15th and 16th. 


“Western Siberia was already in the hands of the Czechs 
and a number of anti-Soviet governments. On August 24th 
Anglo-Japanese troops crushed Red resistence in the 
Maritime provinces in a battle on the Ussuri River. Chita 
was captured on August 6th, and organized Soviet govern- 
ment beyond the Urals disappeared. 


“The Czechs had seized the chief cities of the Northern 
Volga and an anti-Soviet army was marching from the 
Cossack provinces on the Don. The British in the North 
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were preparing to move southward to join the Czechs 
and the Siberian Whites.” 


_ 4% Continuing further, the Britannica says: “The Bol- 
‘sheviks had still to reckon with the Allies. The Autumn 
of 1918 saw the reinforcement of foreign forces on Russian 
soil. By the end of the year there were approximately 
15,000 British in Northern Russia. Not less than 70,000 
Japanese held the important strategic points of Eastern 
Siberia and the maritime provinces. Seven thousand 
Americans protected the Trans-Siberian and Chinese 
Eastern Railway and about the same number of British 
supported and instructed the armies of Admiral Kolchak, 
who had become dictator of the so-called ‘All-Russian 
Government of Siberia” by a coup d’etat at Omsk on 
November 18th. The Czechoslovak commander, General 
Gaida, upheld Kolchak, but the Czechs were disillusioned 
and soon ceased to be a factor in Russian affairs. The 
French had occupied Odessa with a powerful fleet and a 
mixed force from Salonica.” 


The Encyclopedia also deals at some length, under 
the heading “Renewed Intervention”, with the armies of 
Admiral Kolchak in Siberia, General Denikin in south- 
western Russia, and General Yudenitch in Estonia. It 
tells how the British and others helped to arm these forces 
and how they co-operated with them and also deals with 
the Polish troops. It does not, however, tell us how, when 
these armies were getting dangerously near to Moscow 
and Leningrad that it was Stalin who, at Lenin’s request, 
reorganized the Red fighters and turned the tide on one 
after another of the three fronts. 


How all of these armies were finally defeated and 
driven from Russian soil is another story. The Encyclo- 
pedia gives some account of that, too. Under the heading 
“Red Terror” the Encyclopedia gives an outline of why 
the Red leaders were compelled to adopt hard measures 
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against many of their own people, as well as others, who 
were not in favor of socialized industry. They were only 
defending themselves and the new system. When reason 
was becoming effective it was met with blind, brutal force. 
Their opponents used harsh and inhuman methods and 
forced the Red Leaders to adopt a defence that the western 
world could not understand simply because it never knew 
of the atrocities perpetrated by those who endeavored to 
drive the country back to private industry. I could cite 
a number of blood curdling atrocities related to me by eye 
witnesses that have never been told of in print. 


What Germany has done to the Jews and to others in 
Poland and other lately conquered countries is hardly 
more barbarous than what the Russians suffered for two 
or three years at the hands of the outside nations and for 
a longer period from some of their own people. Non- 
military objectives were often bombed and shelled and 
some of the armies butchered whole districts of Jews just 
for pastime. (I get some of this information from aviators 
who did the bombing and from eye witnesses of Jewish 
slaughter.) : 


So much for the first few years of Soviet rule. What 
about the present? ‘The evidence shows that there has 
been no repenting on the part of the opposing countries. 


In the magazine ‘“The Nineteenth Century and After- 
wards’, March 1940, published in London, the editor uses 
almost a dozen pages in an endeavour to incite unrestricted 
warfare against Russia. The editorial is contradictory, 
disgusting, and in some respect silly to any real student 
of Russian affairs, but it is considered a classical magazine 
and is no doubt widely read among intellectuals. 


The editor first tries to make war justifiable by grossly 
misrepresenting conditions. In one place (page 259) he 
says: “There is and can be, no philosophy or speculative 
thought of any kind, and no humanism in Russia. Save 
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for a limited amount of purely pragmatic science and some 
music, intellectual life under Stalin appears pitiable when 
compared with the marvellous efflorescence of the Russian 
spirit under the last Tsars.’’ (This statement is exactly 
opposite to the truth.) 


On page 266 he continues: “If the Russian Arctic 
and Black Sea Coast are blockaded and harried, if Batum 
is attacked from the sea and Baku from the air and the oil 
production and distribution are disorganized, if the pros- 
pect of a more genuine federation that will loosen the grip 
of the despotic Muscovite domination is held out to the 
Ukrainians and to the Caucasian peoples, then that 
despotism will collapse, not so much under the direct 
Allied attack as under the additional material and psycho- 
logical strain that will have been imposed by naval and 
aerial forces of a size that will seem quite incommensurate 
with the vastness of their undertaking.” 


And again on page 267, “It is not for Germany but 
for the Allies to assist Russia in the management of her 
industries. By fostering revolution in Russia they will 
not only rid her of a despot who, having ruined her is 
now selling her to the Germans, but will promote a new 
Russian order which will be hostile to Germany.” For 
what reason would they help Russia? For exploitation, 
of course. 


These ravings of a well known editor and mouthpiece 
for the reactionary owning class is just one sample of 
similar attacks on the workers’ republic that can be found 
every day in the capitalist newspapers, magazines and 
books. 


On March 15th, 1940, a widely published Associated 
Press dispatch says in scare headlines: ‘“Three Soviet 
states hope Allies will free them.” Georgia, Azerbaijan, 
and Armenia, are the three mentioned by their ‘White 
Russian governments” in Paris—The three are the centre 
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of contemplated military activities. (Since this was written 
the news has come to light that-just such an attack through 
the Black Sea was actually being planned by high British 
and French generals. See “Maxim Litvinoff’, by A. Y. 
Pope, Ps. 455-6.) The Soviet Constitution provides for a 
peaceful withdrawal of any states which might wish it. 
Why go to war? Such gross ignorance as these writers 
exhibit has seldom been excelled and yet some will be 
influenced. 


No stone is left unturned, no les are too big for the 
capitalist press if only a war can be started against the 
Soviet Union or this war turned in that direction after 
arming to the teeth ostensibly to fight Germany. Regard- 
less of what happens in the war against Germany the Allies 
will do well to forget the Soviet Union. It is dangerous 
to spread such libelous stories. Because the Russian people 
and their leaders are as one, because they have proven they 
can smash the strongest fortifications, it is bad military 
tactics to antagnize them too far. Russia can hardly be 
expected to forgive France and Britain, under their present 
rule, for the role they played in Spain and Czechoslovakia 
but she can be expected to remain neutral for the present 
and she has nothing but hatred for Nazism in whatever 
country it may be found. 


Perhaps this new crop of propaganda will fail as others 
have failed, owing to the better sense of military depart- 
ments and experts who may realize the advantage of being 
friendly to Russia in this critical time and refuse to be 
influenced by propaganda which they know to be untruth- 
ful; propaganda which in part deliberately underrates 
Soviet military ability. The Soviet Union may yet be the 
deciding factor in this war. If she is not, then God help us. 


SOVIET PURGES 


It was not my intention to deal further with the Soviet 
purges. The public was fast forgetting these and beginning 
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to realize that they were a necessary part of the setting 
up of a new order. 


, However, after finishing this manuscript my attention 
has been called to an anti-Soviet pamphlet just issued in 
which the writer is determined that the purges shall be 
kept before the public. He treats them as altogether 
unjustified atrocities. 


He makes no allowances for the fact that Soviet 
officials undoubtedly foresaw this present conflict and the 
possibility of it being turned against their country, and 
that they knew it might prove disadvantageous to allow 
a “fifth column” to develop. (See Stalin’s statement in 
late written introduction.) While in the country I heard 
considerable talk of war with Germany. A keen foresight 
and the ability to beat their adversaries ‘to the draw” 
has always been a strong characteristic of Stalin and of 
his colleagues. They are not likely to be caught napping 
as were the officials of the Spanish government when the 
rebellion broke out there. 


In his pamphlet the writer trots out the time worh 
stories about Soviet production being upset because so 
many of the best managers were liquidated. Instances of 
this kind no doubt occurred but why give impressions that 
do not conform to the facts. In my opinion he exaggerates 
the extent of the purges by many hundred percent. 


At any rate these purges can be explained very 
briefly. 


Suppose that instead of Hitler taking power in Ger- 
many the Social Democratic leaders and the Communists 
had stuck together and set up a workers’ republic and had 
socialized industry—a move that might easily have taken 
place. This regime would have been opposed by prac- 
tically all of the wealthy class, a majority of the middle 
class and by many of the small farm owners and also not a 
few of the wage earners. 
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These would comprise almost half of the population. 
Quite a few of them not being public spirited in the first 
place would soon resign themselves to the situation and 
settle down to make the best of it. But others, numbering, 
undoubtedly not less than twenty million, and including 
a very large share of the strongest minds, would imme- 
diately begin to organize secretly and carry on subsersive 
activities in order to undermine the socialization of industry 
and wrest the reins of power from the working class. 


Twenty million people could do a lot of harm by 
sabotaging industry. 


They could wreck trains and mines, keep factories 
from producing, damage the most valuable machinery, 
give relatively poor service in hotels and transportation 
and in public utilities. Many of the keenest minds would 
worm themselves into high executive positions where their 
wrecking could be better directed. 


Quite a few of the farmers would deliberately starve 
the country. A small percentage of the leaders would 
become discouraged at the slow progress and would want 
to give up. 


Some would get into positions of trust in the courts and 
the secret service. Here they would cause many of the 
most loyal workers to be arrested and sometimes executed 
in order to discredit the new regime. Doctors and sanitary 
inspectors would often lay down on their jobs and endanger 
the health of the nation. 


After two or three years of this when, in spite of their 
efforts the advantages of socialized industry began to 
show on the surface, many of the opposition would give 
up and go over to the side of the government. But at the 
best there would be a few million who would never give 
in as long as there was the shadow of a chance to cause 
trouble by co-operating with outside nations which were 
hostile to socialized industry. Only when socialism became 
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firmly established and a new generation was growing up 
would the internal opposition cease. 


This is exactly what would have happened had Ger- 
many taken the only alternative road to her present debacle 
dnd it is analagous to what has taken place in the Soviet 
Union, except that in that country progress has been 
slower than it would have been in Germany, owing to the 
terrible heritage of ignorance, poverty and slavery handed 
down by the Tsar’s regime. 


I have used Germany as an illustration because even 
yet Americans understand Germany better than they do 
Russia. 


Just as the world stands today it is altogether unlikely 
that any country, no matter how desperate and chaotic 
the economic situation becomes, will be able to socialize 
industry without an opposition of a third or more of the 
citizens. 


If so, and unless several of the leading countries make 
the change simultaneously, that means purges for at least 
several years. These purges need not necessarily result in 
executions but the sabatours must be removed from general 
contact with society at large. Exploitation and socializa- 
tion cannot live in the same house. They may tolerate 
each other in separate countries but not under the same 
roof. 

Only a very few of the closest students have ever 
understood the tremendous and almost disastrous harm 
done to industry in the Soviet Union by the thousands 
who fought the new regime. 


It is enough to say here that on more than one occasion 
they were almost successful. {reat factories and mines 
were wrecked or forced into idleness for months at a time. 


Quite a few of the peasants, when they found they 
were not be become landlords on their own, refused to pro- 
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duce and, with the kuluks, almost starved the country 
-into a state of revolt. 


The road to world brotherhood may not be “a path of 
roses” in all countries but it is the only alternative to 
something far more chaotic and destructive. 


The End. 


The future peace and 
economic welfare of the 


world will be stabilized or 
dusiatbed according to the 


Rha attaedde cowands the 
Soviet Union. 


